PH- The airtels^in, th/n 
living on fej&sBa! Si! 


■es are of no consequence and are fa/railiar. They deal with 
the FFCC letter interception 


To yuin 3hes fxm Karold Soieberg, JFK asoaaiJinati on records appeals 6/n'f, 

Tbo flap over sun.rosaion of Oswald’s visit to 21 FO prior to asaasnirntien 
and iesvin. : a note said to have been thre&teniagj destruction of that 
note; the Ful’s &*2£9kbv&&&1£aa. of tide in 1375; Host’s mthrutb- 
fulaeas and FBI tolerance of it. 

S72IRI and Dallas records 

4s ay prior appeals reflect 1 regard this es a serious satter. *t is of interest 
to a© in sy osn jfiUaBWd wosfc and waiting an well as because osf its gr*at historical 
iiapartanae. The aoso elaborate captioning ia also intended to provide an eticapssls— 
tioa prior to consul tntion Kith. prior appalls. 

I an not now rereading these prior appeals bafplfsa to do so scors. 

before the warren Casdscim and in *8xs JSC’s so-calisd internal 5nvesti,pation 

i Which was far fron an invssti^tioa} Eoarty testified that he did nothing about the 

j- 

QmsM case beosem he was awaiting the ram of the cans free 2fet; {. V'wag , to which 
rt ban been t - * »3jt©; erred » sgm feat this ws & long dult^ad. X ye i ths/xt 

was reason to believe id::, explanation was not trutfcfll. It is nos, I believe, also 
clear that FBSilQ «*>.» ajjara as? this. 

Although they arc scpaxafe^l in tins cry- alm&t e. uoE.tl the two pagen both nudeel 

1£5-6255>-54» of 7/17 sod sro both fa® £0 sad both, idsntiiy Dallas, not K.O., 

ns Office of Origin. In both records 3.Q. did Vis in the oaptionJng*, with regard to 

both Oswalds, and it ia srlttaa on one, appaxcaily by B.C. tit Fdltoci -anck. (FIX, fcs is 

oae oiss the S&s who x^- igned rather than accept a transfer as cLixadpliaing over this 

Oswald natter.) 
in 

np .esr lo so -- . c * eoj^ues sen =» to iSi:'-c* 4*n the oepyxug the £l.Q. 1 Qi —1 ooQi scrml 
numbers are eliainatsd. 

WMlfi these records are not the only mans by which FJIHh ferns that shat the 

Con ission «ad its own iaspocticftal service were told what is-: not the truth ( and 

first 

ia fast inspector Oslo was in touch with if.O. .J4C an early as 11/d>/6p» tis-> sS&s4i worfeing 
dsy after the sajssstextica clay) I believe they leave no doubt about (a) the te truthful- 
ness -and (b; tliat FiSQk; was witting. Both provide ample aotivs for the iriiiol suppreasLo: 
and for the contirunrig -dthhoxdings i have appealed. 



